Source value of the synodikons 


Nicholas Zharkikh 
Synodikons — lists of the deceased, which are meant for reading (commemoration) in a 
church or a monastery. Like all texts written in antiquity, they can carry certain historical 
information. 
Let’s try to outline in general — what historians can expect from synodikons and what 
should not be counted on. 
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Direction in the history of literature 


Experience in the reading of synodikons 


In the following, I will draw on my experience of studying Ukrainian synodikons: 
—Pechersky synodikon (PS, written in 1483 — 1530, published in 1891, my 
monograph 2017); 
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— Vvedensky synodikon (VS, written in 1654 — 1691, published in 2007, my_ 
monograph 2018); 
— Ljubech synodikon (LS, written in 1754 — 1787, published in 1892, my article in 2015 
Synodikon of Ljubech" and "List of princes in Ljubech Synodikon "). 


" 


Historical and current parts 


First of all, each synodikon is divided into two parts — historical and current. The 
historical part is written once in the beginning of the work on the synodikon (one can think, 
for several months, no more). The current part is written further as new memorial records 
are received. 

The source value of these parts is radically different. Records of the current parts have 
come down to us in the original, and everything that is said by researchers about the source 
value of synodikons can be fully applied to these records. 

But with the source value of the historical parts of the synodikons, not everything is so 
smooth... 


Sections and blocks 


It is of great benefit to divide the synodikons into sections and blocks, and it is strange 
to me why it was only I who introduced it, and no one of my predecessors. 

Section — this is part of the memorial list, which in the manuscript has a caption, a 
separation from the previous text. This is most often a headline, but the separation can be 
done using an interval, cinnabar first words in a new line or something like that. The main 
thing here is the objective nature of the division into sections, which does not depend on the 
wishes and assumptions of the researcher. 

Block — this is part of the section that covers a group of names, in something similar to 
each other. There can be both objectively allocated blocks, and blocks to a certain degree 
subjective. 

Separation into blocks is best suited to the current part of the synodikons, although 
sometimes it can be applied to the historical part. 


Chronology 


The chronology of the current part synodikons can be determined without special 
complications, and it is completely incomprehensible to me why it constitutes an 
insurmountable problem for researchers. For example, the fact that Ljubech synodikon 
began to be written in 1754, was installed by me in 2015, and for 150 years of previous 
"studios" no one paid attention to it. 


To establish the chronology, we can rely on direct absolute dates inscribed in the text, 
and where there are none, on the dates of the activities of those historical personalities who 
can be identified. There is nothing new in this second approach — so the dates of any records 
that do not contain direct dates, but contain lists of individuals (for example, pedigree lists) 
are set. 

The number of direct dates increases with the transition from early synodikons to late. 
The later the current part was written, the more absolute dates it contain. Direct dates are 
also presented in the earliest Pechersky synodikon, but they were interpreted incorrectly (in 
the works that preceded my monograph). 


The depth of historical memory 


Another point related to the chronology — depth of historical memory in the 
synodikons. To determine it, it is necessary for each section where historical persons are 
recorded to determine the initial date of historical information about the most ancient person 
and the date of such information for the latest person. The difference of these dates will give 
us the depth of historical memory. 

Oddly enough, none of the synodikon researchers explored this indicator, and only I 
first began to calculate it. Prior to my work, the researchers were guided by a priori common 
notions that synodikons contain data from some immemorial past time. 

The experience of studying the depth of memory completely refutes this idea. The depth 
of memory for both the historical and the current parts of the synodikons is characterized by 
the number 25 years, that is, one generation. The children remembered their parents and 
inscribed them — that’s all. There is no incredible depth here. 


Geography 

The next point that no one of the researchers has ever paid attention to — are geographic 
names in synodikons. 

Meanwhile, collecting these names, identifying and mapping them is a very interesting 
job, from which we learn about sphere of influence a monastery in which the synodikon 
was written. For example, there are two areas of influence: 
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Mapping the names of the current part of the Vvedensky synodikon 
by historical regions 
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If at the turn of the 15th — 16th centuries zone of influence of the Kiev-Pechersk 
Monastery was Volyn, modern Belarus and modern Russia, then in 2nd half 17th century 
prevails the territory of the Hetmanate, to which Galicia joins (with the fall of the role of 
Volyn, Belarus and Russia). 

And from here it naturally follows from the conclusion that Vvedensky synodikon 
reflected a certain stage in the formation of a Ukrainian Ukrainian nation with a center in 
Kiev. 
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Map of the Ljubech synodikon Ist half 18th century 

The Ljubech synodikon, whose geographical names are concentrated within the 
Chernigov diocese, shows a completely different picture. This is a synodikon of local 
significance. 

So, based on the definition of zones of influence, the synodikons can be divided into 
two groups: state-wide, in which are presented records from all (most) parts of the state, and 
local ones. 


Remaking of old synodikons 


Acompletely different picture appears in the historical part! This — a kind of "history, 
represented in the names." To lay it, the scribe of the synodikon had to use sources, written 
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in former times (often in times, about which he had no idea), from which he had to 
make compilation. 

At this point it is necessary to emphasize the significance of the historical parts of the 
synodikons as monuments of historiography, monuments of historical thought of their 
time (from all researchers, only Alexei Kuzmuk wrote this in the preface to the publication 
of the VS). 

If, for the study of historiography, these distortions do not matter (and, moreover, are 
themselves the subject of research), then for the source value of the historical part of the 
synodikon they are devastating. 

The recommendation is to never use the historical data for which we do not have the 
original texts. 


Synodikon and chronicle 


There is an opinion that synodikons were also used as sources for the compilation of 
chronicles. 

I must categorically object: this is not true. We do not have any case that in the annals 
there were traces of the using the synodikon’s memorial records, and even more so we do 
not have any synodikon, the text of which would be primary in relation to the chronicles. 

Instead, we have quite distinct cases when the text of the annals is primary in relation to 
the synodikon. 


Here we must clearly stipulate that what has been said about the correlation of 
synodikons and chronicles concerns Ukrainian synodikons, rather than Great Russian ones. 


Namespace 


Synodikons, especially their current parts, is the primary source for the study of the 
name-bearing, or, scientifically, anthroponomy. 

Of course, I’m not a philologist at all, and my observations on the PS and VS names are 
just the beginning of research. For example, the Pechersky synodikon, in terms of the social 
structure of the name-bearing word, shows the following picture: 


Crossing the male names of different classes 


Crossing the female names of different classes 

(Here  — untitled names, uk — untitled or princely, kK — princely, k4 — princely or 
monastic, 4 — monastic, 4H — monastic or untitled names.) 

We see from these diagrams that monastic names, both male and female, quite 
definitely differ from the names of secular persons. It is possible to note the almost complete 
disappearance of monopoly-princely names — the princes name set dissolved in the general 
name set of non-titled secular persons. 


Sociology 


For sociological research, the current part of the synodikons is of some interest. 
The social terminology of synodikons is very limited. Objectively, we can distinguish 
groups of princes, monks and partly — white clergy. 


In general, for sociology, the synodikons are given, it seems, not very abundant food. Of 
course, I’m not a sociologist, and these my observations can only be the first steps towards 
using these synodikons for sociological research. One can think that more advanced 
methods of research will yield great results. 


Common errors 


In this section, we will consider the opinions prevalent in historical science concerning 
synodikons, and their complete inconsistency and error are shown. 


There can not be fictitious names in synodikons 
This is false. Exactly can be, and actually are. And that in considerable quantity. 


The same names can not repeated in synodikons 
This is false. Exactly can be repeated and actually quite often repeated. 


The synodikon records were kept in chronological order 
In this general formulation, this is not true. And what is true? 


Synodikons contain information 
from very old times 
And this statement in such a general formulation is incorrect. 


Synodikon records were kept 
in the order of genealogical precedence, or 
Synodikons is an important genealogical source 
This is false. Any synodikon does not contain some useful for genealogy. 


Synodikons contain unique genealogical information 
This is false. What is unique in synodikon’s data — is not genealogical, but what is 


genealogical — is not unique. 


Synodikons provide accurate genealogical information 
This is false. Often this information experiences great distortions. 


Synodikons accurately reflect the composition 
of the recorded genera, or 
There can not be author’s reconstructions in synodikons 
This is false. Exactly can be "reconstructions", and in fact they are. 


Synodikon records must write down 
parents of record initiators 
In this categorical form this is not true. Synodikon records can contain the names of 


parents, and may not contain them. 


Only the dead were recorded in synodikons 
In this categorical form this is not true. Recorded persons may be dead, but may be 
alive at the time of recording in the synod. 
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Only Orthodox persons were recorded in synodikons 
This is false. Could recorded Catholics, and actually recorded them. 


For the record in the synodikon one must made contributions to the 
monastery, or 
The conduct of the synodikons was monastery income source 
In this categorical form this is not true. 


"List of Prince Constantine" 


The "List of Prince Constantine" (PKK) was the most famous from the midst of all the 
synodikon materials. It commonly referred to as Ljubech synodikon (although the PKK 
constitutes only a part of this synodikon book). 

I devoted it’s research two great articles — "List of princes from the Ljubech synodikon" 
(2015) and the section "Princes of Chernigov" from the work on the Vvedensky synodikon 
(2018). 

Here I repeat my conclusions briefly, in a concentrated form. 

1. After the publication of R. Zotov’s book [Zotov R.V. About the Chernigov princes 
according to the Ljubech synodikon and Chernigov princedom in the Tatar time. — St. 
Petersburg: 1892] all subsequent researchers believed in it as a tablet that fell directly from 
the sky and contains absolute truth. Everything that was said by Zotov was perceived 
completely, without the slightest criticism. All his statements were referred to as the original 
source. 

2. My verification of the constructions of R. Zotov showed that there is no basis for 
such trust. The book is full of various fantasies and incredible assumptions, and certain 
practical considerations are simply drowning in this mass of empty talk. 

15. The PKK may be of interest for the Moscow historiography of the 16th century, but 
it can not and should not be used as a historical source for the reconstruction of events and 
persons of the 11th — 15th centuries. 


Conclusions 


From our review of various aspects of the source value of synodikons, it follows that 
the lack of previous attempts to evaluate it was a generalized, undifferentiated approach to 
"synodikons in general". 

Meanwhile, there is almost no statement that would be unequivocally true for all 
synodikons, and for all the structural parts of a separate synodikon. 
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First of all, it is necessary to separate the Ukrainian and Belarusian synodikons, on the 
one hand, and the Great Russians ones on the other. There is very little common in their 
practice. 

Further, it is necessary to distinguish between historical and current parts of synodikons, 
which require different methods of investigation and have different source value. 

This can be shown in the following table. 


Relative source value of synodikons 


Direction of research oe ca parvobine Current part of the synodikons 
synodikons 

History of specific events no insignificant 

Genealogy no insignificant 

Demography on possible (development of a methodology 

is required) 

Historical geography insignificant mean 

Sociology insignificant insignificant 

ee ay eaeious is possible is possible 

representations 

Anthroponymics significant very significant 

Historiography large no 


Further studios over synodikons require, in my opinion: 

1, compiling a complete bibliography of synodikons, both handwritten and published; 

2, the publication of all valuable manuscripts, the benefit of having scanners for this 
does not require great mental effort; 

3, a systematic study of interesting texts (in the style of my studies of the Pechersky and 
Vvedensky synodikons, or in the best style) 

4, conducting comparative analysis, revealing the general and special in synodikons of 
various regions of the Orthodox world, as well as a comparison with the Catholic tradition. 
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